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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The amendments set out above and the following remarks are responsive to the points 
raised by the Office Action dated August 29, 2007. In view of the an:iendments set out above 
and the following remarks, reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

The Pending Claims 

Claims 1-4^ 7-15, and 21-23 remain pending. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Applicants are pleased to note that the Office Action indicates claims 7-11 and 22 

to be allowed, and that claim 23 is indicated to be allowable if rewritten in independent form 

to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The Office Action 

Claims 1-4, 12-15, and 21 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,237,303 to Allen et al. (hereinafter, "Allen")- 

With respect to the rejection of claim 1 over Allen, the Office Action indicated that 
amending claim 1 to recite that "the fn*st structural element is reinforced about the circular 
holes by backing plates" will overcome this rejection. 

With respect to the rejection of claim 12 over Allen, the Office Action indicated that 
amending claim 12 to include, after "point at wliich the force is exerted,"' the language "the 
first dimension extending along the at least one component of the force that is exerted 
perpendicular to the straight edge" will overcome this rejection. 

The anticipation rejection of the claims over Allen is respectfully traversed. 
However, in order to expedite matters and to allow the application to pass to issuance 
quickly, claims 1 and 12 have each been amended in accordance with the suggestions set 
forth in the Office Action. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that with these amendments 
to the claims, the rejections over Allen have been overcome, and the present claims are in 
condition for allowance. 
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Conclusion 

For the reasons set forth above, the application is considered to be in good and proper 
form for allowance. 

Ifj in the opinion of the Examiner^ a telephone conference would expedite the 
prosecution of the subject application, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned 
attorney. 


Respectfully submitted,. 



Stephanie M. Lawley, Reg, No/55362 
LEYDIG, VOIT & MA YER^ 
700 Thirteenth Street, N.W., Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20005-3960 


(202) 737-6770 (telephone) 
(202) 737»6776 (facsimile) 


Date; 


SML/tdh 
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